Authorian Political Writings 
By The Author of Templist Canon 


Political lAGOlLO GY. dsceseewesegasauceaseg sanetiiatiesatcatnraabantanin Pi cannstasedtanwettesiiaaattsuatagatenvansaatannintantaenstectnsencesteceataadsaaxrsiven 1 
ThE: US National: De Dtiscrevsvesoevccasdsdasseveseudeussisvertsetvsevsesvitevssevec@sdouvecancssscsesdvestosasecsestesiuyeletestedsevecsesesseseseste¥ereett 2 
Reprehensible U.S: Expenditure Si rmen erea svnsvecscessesesescevecexscececesexeosexsorcvensevedsessucucevevevscensvervesereevereesexeosi¥e 4 
The Federal RESe@nvet. isis aa ara a De e Aaa a aaa e aaar aa aae T a aa E aaa A aaae aaa aa Eiaa aaia aaea paa aaah 4 
Fiat Cürrency & the Gold Stan ard aiisvsvenciicerinscatinninssttennn eninin cctuedsdnenmin nee disinebaniaatuawndaraveeds Ge anaa aaau duaia nwa 6 
COmPOlratlOnS iis sseseiesicentessstaseoasvarescseedsersetecocecuesssetedeustewcuede savestvantewsvedanweed sevveseavedcnedeuncs cveviu aves aaen junvd soerteenveress 7 
The Racial QUESTION rrr ain id cacits atone ra aaa a a D aa ar aaa aa aa a aaa eaaa aa Eaa E based era aapear aa aaa aeara 7 
CA AO M N E TT A teseusbauwecvnens 10 
aS Usb E E A E E T 10 
Amphibious: Ná S O a aeaaea aar aera Aaaa a E aea e aera aE a aA denescsdecticvevetansssencsiaiceviaversduvesienedintevsetvestis 10 
Mayhem Policy & Counter-Insurgemeyuiscisiscsscecssecieceecnbenensisnastennieiecantiesnssaanctanacasaetusiesnidscaiteateabatcseuedvasaeanaatocs 10 
The BUrO PS an UO aar d scesecesswesneesscheesaccebaceustocesdoctecceenpszeucasseaeccessececuesteuteterencidbedesecestecueteaveceaneeseect stave 11 
EQUC AION cic dicees scecsscacetveccsivuseshvevsieusssescanivedesavavssivetscussuavecupauevsonscesasesuswedeseceuscnsetosecensuseusecawedawencecutectecnsetestesnecers 12 
RROANISING aE EEE E fectedevendsdegessnuessuseayssuaeusieuanvus sivasy sve gtsdsussvases s0u sabe segstonade seas au deetesedesdesssusesususesnlie 16 
Left and Right Wing OrganiZatiOn ns sci sieviedeesenueeniencecanendanunceadsedesvpinamneedadvndendvawnans ncuupedansacenieedesunetanpedanancrionn’ 17 
Political Reading LISC i iiiecsccireccnvissiedseracenscsinedeleeawicessniens casa eesisdeenuaisedseiincseiienstsy suede cendsveisenwadanvsdedesenausedvnnredenresiedsien 17 


Political Ideology 


| am right wing, and it is true that Templism is right wing. | am an actual authoritarian. Some elements of the far 
right are like “populist authoritarians”. They are getting back at “elites” who are not doing the “will of the 
people”. The will of the people is degenerate. If it wasn’t, democracy would be good. Democracy, which 
empowers the will of the people, enables the people to disregard the budget, to vote themselves welfare 
programs, to vote themselves makework schemes (the “right wing” type of welfare program. E.g, to bring back 
manufacturing to an area where it is not economical), to vote themselves the right to smoke pot, to vote 
themselves social security which constituted 22% of the federal budget in 2023, etc. Companies, who form 
degenerate democratic special interests the same as the people, lobby the government. 


In politics there are moral issues and technical/strategic issues. Since the public lacks a religious moral 
orthodoxy, the moral opinions of the public are now intertwined with political ideologies that have 
technical/strategic opinions. But regular people, and even intelligent ideological people, cannot figure anything 
out as it concerns technical/strategic opinions, unless those opinions relate to local conditions. They do not 
have the time, and their incentives, even to the extent that they do have the time, are to run their fucking 
mouths along the lines of a predetermined theme for the approval of fellow ideologues. Therefore people have 
Opinions on the budget that consist of elementary falsehoods, opinions on international relations that consist of 
elementary falsehoods (although, the state is generally good about segregating that function in particular from 
popular idiocy, probably because the national defense apparatus has a degree of de facto power that 
politicians cannot easily fuck with. Popular interference in international relations does happen though - see the 
reaction to Vietnam, which was taken seriously by politicians at the time), etc. 


Templist Canon says: “A chief priest should learn about his regional situation. That is, about its economy, 
politics, organizations, etc. Then, he will provide political recommendations to his congregation, which he may 
declare to be mandatory or non-mandatory. He may also learn basic facts about his national situation, to do the 
same. The congregation should obey its chief priest before any form of mass media, except Templist Canon, 
and except optionally regarding national issues.” 


This system allows people to receive political opinions untainted by any kind of partisan virtue signaling. 
Otherwise, it is the job of the state to conduct politics, and its political staffs are adequate to figure out 
technical/strategic issues on behalf of their leaders. This does not mean that the people presently in power are 
competent. They are democratically elected, so they are incompetent, perverse in their incentives, and 
possess the wrong ethos. It is necessary to ensure that whatever class exercises political power has the right 
ethos, which is why Templist Canon prophesies a Templist aristocracy. 


The U.S National Debt 


[2023] 
Debt: The U.S currently has $31.46T in national debt. National debt is contracted when the revenue of the 
government in taxes is exceeded by expenditure, creating a deficit. Bonds are created by the government to 
make up for this deficit. The government does pay the national debt as it becomes due. This amounted to 13% 
of total federal spending as of April 2023. The government cannot simply “pay off’ the debt on a whim, 
because it is contracted in bonds that have fixed coupon dates. Some allege that, since the national debt 
continues to increase, with the debt ceiling being continually raised, this represents “contracting debt to pay off 
debt”. However, since the debt expense is only around 13% of total expenses, this is not true. The government 
is entirely capable of paying the debt without taking on debt. The government does not owe money in arrears. 
The total debt represents the total amount that must eventually be paid according to the duration and coupon 
dates of its bonds, and the time frames of other financial instruments, which is serviced adequately on a 
regular basis amounting to 13% of expenditure in 2023. It can cut any other ~13% increment of its budget to 
make these payments each year. The debt ceiling is continually increased simply because the debt increases 
beyond the debt ceiling, which is by now a political formality that is routinely raised after a customary bout of 
theater-brinkmanship. This issue is often spoken about in an imprecise way that gives the impression that the 
government would default on its debt obligations if the ceiling were not raised. Language like “the government 
would be unable to meet its obligations” is used, which gives the impression that debt is being contracted to 
pay debt. What is actually, properly, meant by “obligations” is “spending commitments”. The government 
allocates a budget, influenced by presidential budget policy and congressional spending bills, which is 
approved by the president, house, and senate. If the government cannot afford its budget, i.e if its budget calls 
for taking on debt, then the debt must increase according to the budget. But if the debt ceiling were to prevent 
this, then the government would fail to meet its budgetary obligations, i.e it would be unable to pay its bills. 
How such a shortage would be resolved would be up to the government, and it is likely (despite whatever 
scare-mongering may occur on the issue) that servicing the debt would be a top priority, although the 
creditworthiness of the US would decrease in any case, since a failure to pay for its own budgetary obligations 
would undermine the confidence of creditors. Obviously, if the government regularly spends 1/10th of its total 


budget or less on servicing (to the total satisfaction of all creditors) its debts, then it has room to prioritize in 
favor of servicing the debt in the event of a government default (another imprecise term - in the event of a 
default on federal budgetary obligations in general). 


The percent of federal spending required to pay the debt depends upon the total amount of debt owed, as well 
as the interest rate on the debt. The interest rate on the debt is affected by market factors, which determine the 
interest rate of the government bonds demanded by the market. The interest rate on bonds goes up as bonds 
become less valuable, and down as they become more valuable. These rates are affected by the activities of 
the Federal Reserve, which may increase the value of bonds by buying them, or decrease the value of bonds 
by selling them into the market. When the Federal Reserve began buying bonds as part of its QE program in 
2020, the average interest owed on the debt decreased from 2.49% to 1.77%, and further to 1.61% in 2021. As 
the Federal Reserve started selling bonds as part of its QT program in 2022, the average interest rate rose to 
2.07%. Inflation also affects the real interest rate owed on the debt, since if money is less valuable, the debt 
owed is effectively less, though the nominal amount is the same. However, this can eventually drive up interest 
rates to compensate. For reference, U.S interest rates are at historic lows, from 8.06% in 1990. 


A metric of a nation’s ability to pay back its debts is the debt-to-GDP ratio. This metric is rather imprecise. 
Firstly, it includes government expenditure. Secondly, it does not measure the amount that the nation actually 
collects in taxes, only how much it “could collect”. A better metric of a nation’s financial health would be actual 
accounting metrics, like government revenue, expenditure, tax rates, and so on. Debt-to-GDP is more useful 
as a metric of the welfare of the population relative to the debt, although even in this it is imprecise, since for 
example military expenditure is part of GDP and porn sales are part of GDP. Still, in a rough sense, a high 
debt-to-GDP ratio signals that government debt exceeds the value exchanged and held by the population. This 
is important if, for example, the government increases taxation, thus reducing GDP by reducing consumer 
spending. The debt might decrease, yes, but its relative level to GDP may remain the same. 


GDP itself is a very useful metric. Importantly, GDP projections allow the government to predict the tax 
outcome of increasing rates of taxation. It is possible to tax so highly that GDP is brought down to a level that 
reduces revenue. The issue is using GDP as the primary metric to compare against the debt, since it is only a 
vague popular welfare and national innovation metric rather than an accounting metric. If you want to know 
how easily the debt can be repaid, you have to compare it to revenue. GDP is one aspect of revenue, the other 
being rate of taxation. Revenue in 2022 was $4.90T. Revenue in 2021 was $4.38T. Revenue in 2020 was 
$3.90T. Revenue in 2019 was $4T. Expenditure on the debt (again, fully satisfying all creditors) in 2022 was 
$466B, 2021 $352B, 2020 $345B, 2019 $46.3B (the increase in debt expenditure results from COVID-19. The 
2019 expenditure was considered to be high for its time as it was. Whether the expenditure increases or 
decreases at this point depends on whether the government reduces future debt-taking to a pre-COVID level, 
so that once COVID-debts are paid off the debt expenditure normalizes - it might have done this, but | am not 
going to bother with the research. So it is seen that even I, a world-historical prophet with sagacious political 
knowledge etc, lack the necessary time to fully investigate things. Moreover, | lack a strategic reason to focus 
my research on this matter, i.e | don’t know if it would be useful to me or not to figure out how much new debt 
the US has taken on since COVID-times. A political staff would know). 


Reprehensible U.S Expenditures 


[2023] 
Medicare: The U.S government spent $820.3B on defense this year. It spent $848.2B on Medicare. This 
Medicare expenditure amounted to 14% of the federal budget. Medicare had better be an important program. 
Is it? “In 2018, according to the 2019 Medicare Trustees Report, Medicare provided health insurance for over 
59.9 million individuals—more than 52 million people aged 65 and older and about 8 million younger people.” 
Let that speak for itself. Those 8 million younger people, by the way, are all considered to be disabled. That is, 
they are for the most part dysgenics and failures. 


Social Security: The U.S government spent $820.3B on defense this year. It spent $1.35T on social 
security. This social security expenditure amounted to 22% of the federal budget. There is an added expense, 
since the massive social security commitment incentivizes the government to manipulate U.S financial markets 
so as to prop up the social security fund, and not upset the baby boomers. | am not saying that it shouldn't 
manipulate financial markets, but in this case it does so for the sake of faggot bullshit. 


Medicaid: The expenditure on medicaid this year was $616B. 39.5% of Medicaid recipients are white. 


These three programs account for about 50% of the budget every year. That is at least about 50% of our 
potential spent on popular handouts, and for dysgenics, useless bags of skin (there is a certain value in 
keeping old people happy, but it’s not worth fucking $1.35T per year is the point, and it wouldn’t be worth that 
even if they needed it to survive), and brown people at that. NASA's budget in 2023 was $25.4B. The U.S 
could (in 2023 expenditure terms) fund two militaries, eleven NASAs, and eliminate the budget deficit, if it got 
rid of these three programs - and that still leaves a $27.9B surplus. 


Other Western nations have similarly horrendous spending programs. All from democratic interests. 


The Federal Reserve 


The federal reserve is a necessary institution. It can, indeed, “print money” in a way. It can create bank 
reserves with which to purchase bonds from commercial banks as part of its QE program. “Reserve balances 
are the deposits that a bank holds in its account at the Fed (you can think of a bank's reserve account like you 
would a household's checking account)” (See source below). This is not money that the bank can use, directly. 
It is money that sits in the bank’s account at the Fed. The bank can, however, use reserves to lend. Only when 
banks lend is the money created by QE released into the economy, which can cause inflation. However, the 
banks may not always choose to lend with their reserves, because: 


“The Fed pays interest on reserve balances at a rate that it sets called the interest on reserve balances (IORB) 
rate. The IORB rate is generally lower than the interest rates a bank earns on other investment options in part 
because reserve balances are immediately available and carry no risk. And given these characteristics, a bank 


has no incentive to choose an investment option that pays less than the IORB rate. In economics terms, the 
IORB rate acts as a reservation rate for banks.” 


“As we discussed above, the link between the Fed and banks is through the setting of the IORB rate: When the 
Fed raises the IORB rate, banks earn more on the funds they place in their reserve balance accounts at their 
Federal Reserve Bank. This sets a higher reservation rate for banks' investment decisions: Banks will not 
accept a lower rate of return than this new IORB rate on any investment of funds. Through arbitrage, the new 
IORB rate helps pull up similar market interest rates, including the federal funds rate.” 


If the bank does have reason to lend, then it will itself create new money, which will be released into the 
economy. This increases the money supply, increasing inflation. It is true that the interest earned on reserves 
also increases the money supply, but more gradually. The Fed can also cause inflation non-monetarily by 
stimulating economic activity and thus increasing prices, particularly in financial sectors and those industries 
that rely upon them (for example, the housing market). Inflation is not always bad. It can, for example, reduce 
the real amount of money required to pay the national debt (and debts in general). QE can also reduce the 
debt quite directly, since the Fed remits excess revenues from its securities investments to the treasury after 
paying its own expenses. This means that when the Fed purchases bonds, and holds them on its balance 
sheet, the interest earned from those bonds is often returned to the federal government. An argument can be 
made that this marginally reduces the money supply, since it pays bondholders a sum of money less than the 
worth of their bonds at maturity, and remits some of that money to the government (but if the government 
budgets around this added revenue, then it is not deflationary. So the “marginally deflationary” argument only 
works insofar as the amount remitted from the Fed is an unusual windfall that cannot be accounted for in 
regular budgeting - again, | am not going to do the research, in this case as to the exact sequential steps of 
budgeting requisite to figure out this issue, but a political staff could do so if it were strategically relevant to 
them). In aggregate, though, QE is still inflationary. QT is also possible, which is deflationary. 


The Federal Reserve has created an economy that is cyclical but predictable. It consists of booms and busts 
that more or less follow the same pattern, whereas before the Fed, the economy fluctuated wildly at times, 
being stable at other times, according to whatever was happening in the unrestrained market. The Fed is 
therefore important to national security, since it allows planning unhampered by the fear of wild economic 
fluctuations. It is important to national security in another way, in that it is capable of influencing interest rates, 
keeping them low to fund war efforts, as it did in WWII. Furthermore, the Fed assists in maintaining the global 
reserve currency status of the dollar, which is necessary to conduct diplomacy. The global demand for dollars 
decreases the international cost of borrowing for Americans (and importantly, the American government), since 
dollars are worth more and therefore interest payments in dollars are worth more. 


The Fed can also use “moral suasion”, basically the informal threat of its regulatory or financial power via 
“suggestions”, to influence the specific behaviors of banks. It could, for example, influence them to help finance 
a war effort. To take a less cynical view of moral suasion, it is also the case that the Fed can simply persuade 
banks to do things in their own self interest, using its data or inside knowledge about certain topics. 


It is a waste of time for the average person to learn about the Fed, as long as he knows that he shouldn't 
proffer a layman's opinion on it. However, you may content yourself with the following articles: 


Google - “Investopedia federal reserve” 


https://research.stlouisfed.org/publications/page 1-econ/2021/09/17/teaching-the-linkage-between-banks-and-th 
e-fed-r-i-p-money-multiplier - the quotes above are from this article. 


https://www.frbsf.org/education/publications/doctor-econ/2010/march/banks-excess-reserves-monetary-policy/ 


Repeat After Me: Banks Cannot And Do Not “Lend Out” Reserves - Standard & Poor’s 


Fiat Currency & the Gold Standard 


Imagine that Amazon Inc. released an “Amazon token”, and required the use of this token in all transactions on 
Amazon. In order to purchase anything, or do any kind of business with Amazon involving the transaction of 
money, you need to first acquire Amazon tokens. The token is not “based upon” or “backed by” anything. Yet, 
the token has intrinsic value. It has intrinsic value because it is a permit to do business with Amazon, and 
Amazon is a valuable company to do business with. This is a “fiat currency”, a currency that obtains value by 
fiat, by some organization saying “you shall not have the privilege of doing business with me unless you buy 
my money.” The U.S, of course, is far larger than Amazon, and it does not accept (or, keep) payments in 
Euros. 


Fiat currency is also valuable simply by being established as “the currency”. In the sense that, if you try to pay 
for groceries in gold bars most businesses will simply refuse. This is a non-controversial statement that would 
be true of any kind of money, but it shows how something that is apparently “just paper” could take on an 
additional meaning. 


The above explanation invalidates many “goldbug” arguments. It can be good to have some gold reserves, 
yes, but the gold standard is not necessary, and is extremely limiting. Nor is the gold standard as idyllic as 
some libertarians like to think; nations can simply revalue their money in relation to gold, declaring that one 
gram is now worth $80 instead of $60, in effect reducing the reserve and creating a fiat currency. You can 
always say, as libertarians are wont to, that “an ideal government would have a restriction against doing that”, 
but it is demonstrable that governments cast aside many restrictions when it suits them sooner or later, and 
that it is easy to cast aside such a petty restriction as the one proposed. 


It is inaccurate to assume that U.S gold reserves do anything in particular to “back” the U.S fiat currency, since 
that currency is not by law exchangeable for gold, and the amount of currency in circulation ($20.68T in 2023) 
far outstrips not only the value of gold held (8,133 metric tons, $543.5B in 2023 values), but the value of all 
gold in the entire world (244,000 metric tons, something like $17.2T in 2023 values). Gold reserves simply 
amount to an investment. 


Corporations 


Large corporations are beholden to a complex web of federal and state laws that are routinely broken, simply 
due to the size of operations. Because of this, the government has not only formal power over corporations, 
but informal power. This informal power manifests as selective enforcement of the law. Thus, if a company runs 
afoul of someone in government with the right connections, or with a relevant regulatory body itself (e.g the 
FTC, the FCC, the SEC, etc), that company can be fined at will. Therefore large corporations tend to serve the 
state even if it seems contrary to their business interests, and even when there is no formal order requiring 
them to do so. For example, Twitter allowed the FBI unfettered access for seemingly no reason. 


It is obviously a goofball view to oppose “large corporations” as a matter of principle, considering what they 
provide. Of course it may be beneficial to bar a large corporation from operating in a particular area, capacity, 
or etc. For example, it can be the strategy of a certain area to oppose large corporations in that area. Or, it can 
be the strategy of the nation to prevent monopolies. 


The Racial Question 


The nation is currently overrun with foreign races, as are several nations in Europe. They are not only 
obtaining occupancy, but wresting control of European and American nations from their rightful owners. Even 
the extent of their occupancy is becoming a problem. Since a “final solution”, such as a genocide, or a forced 
relocation, or a paid repatriation, is both obvious and not currently feasible, | will not focus on that. Instead, | 
will provide ideas as to how these populations can be reduced, culled, or disempowered using current levers of 
power. | will, however, hereby state a certain “final” possibility that | find to be interesting: arming such groups 
with U.S weaponry, and sending them off to establish U.S client states in foreign non-European lands. This is 
quite fanciful, since if they fail they must either return, become a further drain on materiel, or be “set loose” 
upon the world, which would obviously be very problematic. It is just an idea - an African American conquest of 
Ghana would be the ultimate revenge. A more sustainable method of doing this would be to declare war 
outright on these nations, using the conventional military controlled through the proper channels, and then to 
install non-whites from the U.S there as the ruling class. This provides simultaneously an incentive for them to 
leave the U.S, a projection of U.S global power, and maintains good relations with the lesser races. 


Abortion: 62% of abortion patients in the U.S are nonwhite. This amount increases even more in certain 
states with high nonwhite populations. For example, in Texas it was 73.3% nonwhites as of 2020, and in 
Mississippi of the same year it was 82.4%. It is also worth noting that abortions become significantly more 
likely if a group of people are poor. Furthermore, even one abortion can reduce a womans fertility. 


It is desirable that the federal government maintain abortion rights, since many of the states that need it most 
are not inclined to allow it. Let it be for women’s rights, for dignity, for whatever and whatever if necessary. 
Another possibility is to allow individual communities greater freedom in deciding how much access there is to 
abortion in their localities. It is to be assumed that those communities which use abortion facilities more 
frequently (i.e, black and hispanic ones), will keep such facilities, while others will forbid them. This is not that 
big of a deal in most cases, since women are willing to travel far to obtain such needed services. However, 


look at, for example, the large swathe of majority white territory that would have to be traversed to reach 
majority Hispanic territory in Texas. Look at, furthermore, the restrictive abortion states in the “white” north, 
such as ND and SD, who under such a scheme could perhaps keep their restrictive policies, whereas southern 
“black” communities would lose them. Furthermore, since it is evident that on a national scale, nonwhites 
demand abortion more than whites, it is the case that nonwhites would be more willing to travel to obtain 
abortions than whites, thus the lack of local abortion clinics in white areas may marginally reduce the amount 
of white abortions while maintaining the amount of nonwhite abortions. 


Government funding to Planned Parenthood should continue, as it doesn’t cost too much ($528M) for a lot of 
benefit (40% of PP’s revenue). This funding occurs via Medicare, though, and | would not say that it is reason 
enough to maintain Medicare in general, especially since abortions are provided elsewhere. 


Gang Violence: 88% of gang members are nonwhite. Cracking down on gangs therefore cracks down on 
nonwhites, especially as gangs are integrated within “civilians” of such populations in certain urban zones. That 
is, to incarcerate or execute gang members deprives entire communities of their “soldiers”, fathers, workers, 
friends, “rappers”, etc. Moreover, it creates an atmosphere of fear in such communities that prevents future 
thuggery. There are approximately 1 million gang members in the U.S. It would not be rhetorically difficult, in 
most states, to crack down on gang violence. The goal is to reduce the biological fitness of those involved. 
Thus, to incarcerate them for long periods of time, or to execute them. It could be argued that doing so would 
reduce drug sales in impoverished nonwhite communities, and thus empower those communities. However, it 
does not seem to be the case that blacks are given over to life-destroying drug use. They have mores against 
it, and tend to relegate themselves to weed and alcohol. In 2022, they made up 13% of overdose deaths. 
Destructive drug use is primarily a white phenomenon. 


Welfare: Any kind of reduction in welfare payments or “programs”, such as social programs or community 
programs, is going to hamper their ability to shit out welfare babies, while possibly reducing the tax burden 
placed upon whites, or at least using the money for something else. Some allege that welfare “keeps them in 
poverty”, but this is not true. They are in poverty because they cannot perform. 


Deportation: Deport all illegal aliens and their children from the country. This will cause economic harm, but 
it doesn’t matter. The U.S can take it. In fact, it is desirable to punish illegal aliens, rather than merely to deport 
them. Once deported, they come back within a matter of months. This obviously disincentivizes the behavior, 
but not as much as incarceration or death, or the seizure of assets. It is necessary to secure the border, not 
only by a “wall”, but by patrols. Nothing will deter border crossers if there is nobody to physically stop them 
from entering, or to pursue them. Cameras will not do - you cannot expect ICE to profile every face that 
crosses the border. A minefield would help, but Hispanics would cross even that, if there was nobody around to 
stop them, using metal detectors etc. 


Racism: Any movement that increases the amount of racism or racist propaganda is good, all else being 


equal. For example, Patriot Front increases American nativist propaganda. 


One aspect of “increasing racism” is increasing what may be called “pre-racism’. That is, anything which 
denies anti-racist or pro-foreigner sentiment or propaganda. For example, opposition to BLM because BLM is 
“terroristic”. This type of pre-racism is enormously important, since many types of Americans are naturally 
racist if only the social stigma is removed from it. 


Ghettoization: It is desirable that these groups should be ghettoized. Some policies seek to disperse them 
throughout the nation, into the countryside and elsewhere. For example, through affordable housing policies in 
rural areas. They will infect everything if this becomes the case, and will become harder to destroy if the need 
should arise. Some may suppose that dispersal is better, since this reduces their voting power in particular 
urban areas, causing them to be a low percentage of the population throughout the country. This is too risky of 
a supposition. Their federal power is the same regardless of where they are, and they will decrease the 
political and cultural autonomy of the regions they occupy. Besides the political considerations, dispersal would 
facilitate their interbreeding with natives throughout the country, which is to be severely avoided. The same 
types of policies that are enacted in rural areas can instead be enacted in urban areas, or areas where there 
are already many foreigners, to increase ghettoization. In this situation, certain “programs” are good. For 
example, building a lot of housing projects in negroid areas, building “good” schools for them to attend, keeping 
the blacks locked up there rather than fucking with the rest of the population literally or figuratively. This only 
applies to blacks, however. Applied to Hispanics, it runs the risk of being a draw for immigration. 


Gentrification: If ghettoization (above) is the “pull” factor, gentrification is the “push” factor. 


Dual Citizenship: Some may consider a ban on dual citizenship from select countries. However | think this 
would be a mistake. It might push some individuals who would otherwise reside in both countries to apply for 
U.S citizenship only, since U.S living standards are superior. Stated another way, the value of non-U.S 
citizenship is less, thus the probability that a foreigner would renounce foreign citizenship is high. The result 
would be an immigrant who resides only in the U.S, with a lower probability of returning to his home country. 
For this same reason, an increase in the dual citizenship status of “domestic foreigners” would be good. For 
example, influencing the Mexican government to extend dual citizenship status to second generation 
Mexican-Americans (who are U.S citizens). This increases the probability that they will leave, and it also gives 
the U.S government a “path” to get rid of them - they are not exiled vagrants, but citizens of Mexico! A “reverse 
dual citizenship ban” could even occur after this, or at any time. As in: Mexican citizens must renounce their 
U.S citizenship, by order of the U.S government. Giving children of immigrants their “true citizenship” at least 
makes these persecutions possible - it is the “first step” of any exile. 


A total ban on naturalization to the United States is feasible. It is regrettable that Europeans should not be 
allowed to become citizens, but the majority of naturalized citizens are from shithole countries. Those from 
Europe are about 10%, as of 2017. A “moratorium” is also feasible. 


White Births: Increasing white births relative to blacks is desirable. Whites are not the sort of race to pump 


out babies regardless of economic conditions, so it is necessary to improve economic conditions. This can be 


achieved largely by reducing welfare spending and such programs that inflate education, housing, and 
insurance. It can also be achieved somewhat by propaganda; whites are capable of doing a lot of things if 
convinced to do so. Presently there is almost a stigma attached to pregnancy, so the propaganda need not 
even be terribly assertive. It would be effective if couched in feminist language, since it is primarily women who 
must be convinced to have children more so than men, especially considering that women are hormonally 
altered by birth control. Something must offset their dead loins. 


The PATRIOT Act 


Rather than make IDEOLOGICAL FREEDOM NOISES, you have to consider what this act actually does. It 
seems to be eminently necessary to maintain government power in the information age. 


Foreign Aid 


Some American nationalists have an instinctive hostility to foreign aid spending. However, foreign aid is 
essential to project U.S power globally. It increases relations with recipient governments, and gives the U.S 
government an additional diplomatic bargaining chip. It is only desirable that foreign aid be used appropriately, 
not merely for humanitarian reasons. 


One important form of foreign aid is military aid. While this usually takes the form of direct arms sales or funds 
allocated for foreign military spending, this is not in fact what most third world recipient nations need to improve 
national defense. These nations should rather have special forces aid, wherein the U.S funds the development 
of a special forces group, gives access to its own special forces, or commissions a private special forces 
company, in the recipient country. These groups are most effective at combating the insurgencies and revolts 
that third world countries need to defend against, and which it is often in the U.S interest to crush as well. In a 
Machiavellian sense, it is possible to maintain a degree of control over these units, such that they become the 
“pro-American praetorians”, so to speak, of U.S client nations. Many African nations in particular wouldn’t even 
mind, since they are overt status and patronage systems that merely wish to stay in power, to continue being 
the “big negro”, rather than maintain any sense of sovereignty. Many of these nations are very rich with 
resources that would be useful to achieve Imperial aims. 


Amphibious Invasion 


An essential fact of military strategy, that everyone must know: it is exceedingly difficult, especially today, to 
stage an amphibious invasion across an entire ocean. A nearby “staging pad” is necessary, such as Taiwan, 
such as the UK, such as France, such as South Korea, etc. 


Mayhem Policy & Counter-Insurgency 


The Afghan War can be regarded, at best, as a disincentive provided to nations that harbor terrorists. It would 
have been adequately disincentivizing if it were for 10 years let alone 20 years. “Mayhem policy” is the idea of 
punitive wars conducted to intentionally cause mayhem and destruction for a short period of time, rather than 
wasting money and troops in a long occupation to achieve the same result. To attack Afghanistan for one year, 


or two years, and lay waste to everything, and then to leave with a certain diplomatic message. This strategy is 
suitable against weak and small nations that are hard to occupy, Afghanistan being the prime example of such 
a nation. It is basically a form of terrorism exercised by the U.S government. 


This is, by the way, a reasonably effective way of combating insurgencies. The trouble with an insurgency is 
that you do not know who is an insurgent, and who is a civilian. If everyone is an enemy, then it doesn't matter 
any longer. This is not an acceptable policy to maintain against European nations or peoples, even if they are 
harboring insurgents. The policy in that case should be to cause the insurgents to become unpopular. If this 
becomes the case, the populace will no longer “conceal” them. Many governments have committed the blunder 
of “cracking down” on insurgencies, instituting martial law, etc, thus upsetting the populace and turning them in 
favor of the insurgents. This happened, for example, in Ireland. As a matter of fact, it happened in almost every 
single British intervention against a rebellion in history. Except against the Boers, because in that case the 
British pursued the “terroristic option” of interning and starving the Boers, rather than the peaceful option. 
Basically, to defeat an insurgency, there are only two options. The “middle option” is always inferior. You must 
either attack everyone or make “everyone” hate the insurgents so much that they deliver them to you. The 
latter is better achieved by “negative” means than “positive” means. That is, by conducting psyops and tactical 
actions to cause the insurgents to run afoul of the populace, not by building schools or handing out candy to 
children or whatever. 


Unfortunately, both options involve placing some strain upon the populace. They must either feel your wrath, or 
be allowed to suffer the wrath of the enemy. The latter option is far less destructive, and thus appropriate to 
quelling European insurgencies, if they should ever occur. Another possible option is to try to enlist everyone 
as a counter-insurgent. That is, to require everyone to take an oath of loyalty, to give everyone the authority to 
inspect everyone else’s affairs, and to include them within military communications channels to inform on 
others. This only works if you do it to literally everyone, though, and even it may become onerous to the 
population. 


The European Union 


Without the diplomatic relations and economic ties engendered by the European Union, some European 
nations would be less likely to remain in NATO. Furthermore, if the largest EU members were to leave, the 
value of the EU would decrease, which would have the same effect upon the same nations. There is the risk of 
the EU unifying into a military power, but that is down the road. EU military expansions are to be opposed. To 
prevent EU militarism is not only a matter of US hegemony, but European well being. The EU Copenhagen 
criteria require EU countries to be stable democracies that support “human rights”. In fact, they do not even 
require that member countries be European. EU treaties are littered with prohibitions against racial, sexual, 
and national discrimination. The Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union, included within the 
Lisbon Treaty, forbids torture, slavery, execution, eugenics, all forms of discrimination, and enshrines the right 
to asylum as well as a number of welfare rights. The Court of Justice often invalidates EU legislation on the 
basis of these rights. Even before this charter came into effect, the Court of Justice still ruled in favor of these 
rights informally, on the basis that they form a common constitutional tradition among the EU states and 


therefore ought to be enforced within the EU itself. Even if you did, therefore, achieve the herculean task of 
reforming the EU treaties in order to create a “based EU”, you would then have to reform the central 
governments of every single nation in Europe, or else the EU would continue to govern according to the 
“common liberal traditions” of all its member states. 


The United Kingdom’s exit from the EU was good for this reason. It is a “natural NATO ally” and as a 
consequence EU membership was not necessary for it, nor was it economically beneficial. The UK received 
greater autonomy in return, and the US received a loyal NATO ally that could, if necessary, counterbalance (or 
be used as a launching pad for the US to counterbalance) EU military independence from the United States. 
This could occur economically, not only militarily. For example, the US and UK could form an economic union 
to compete with the European Union. Although this is not currently advisable, since it would alienate EU 
countries from the United States, and possibly lead them to leave NATO or reduce their defense spending. 
Such a move could become advisable if additional countries, such as France, were to leave the European 
Union, and these countries had the proper regimes in place to found a union that is not based upon liberalism. 
It would also be acceptable to form a union that is not “based upon anything”. That is, it is purely economic, 
perhaps military. It does not attempt to be a European government, only to enhance U.S influence in Europe 
for the mutual benefit of those involved. Thus, becoming a competitor to the EU. A “non-liberal EU” available to 
eurosceptics as an alternative to pure independence. 


The largest trading partner of the EU as of 2020 became China. This must become the US once again. The EU 
should continue to pursue clean energy initiatives to forestall dependence on Russian oil. 


Education 


A nation will deteriorate if its youth are not properly trained. That the youth are whittling away their time fucking 
around and learning nothing is no trifling issue. 


Educational Inflation: Educational inflation is the increase in educational requirements for jobs that do not 
require them. For example, requiring a bachelor’s degree to be a secretary, or a master’s degree to obtain a 
job that used to require a bachelor’s degree. Educational inflation is not irrational, on the part of the market. 
Those who are hiring secretaries have no reason to settle for a high school graduate when there are many 
bachelors available. The solution is not to “convince the market to hire riskier candidates”. One cause of 
educational inflation is the increase in people with educational credentials. Once the demand for credentials is 
artificially stimulated, such as by the government making college more accessible, the supply of college 
graduates increases, thus cheapening the value of education. However, it is not an acceptable solution to 
artificially reduce the accessibility of college education. Government loans and other such subsidies can be 
reduced, sure, but colleges cannot be converted back into “elite institutions” by fiat. The reason being that the 
economy does, in fact, depend upon college educated skills to run the majority of its commercial activities. 
High school graduates are not going to be able to do what most businesses require. This leads us to the actual 
problem: 


Lower education is inadequate. High school students are not prepared to do anything. They might as well not 
have even gone; to have gone directly to college after a four year interregnum. High schools feed into the 
problem by positioning themselves to “prepare students for college”. This vague mandate allows schools to 
teach whatever aimless lessons they choose, as long as those lessons enhance the understanding of easily 
understandable college level courses in some vague sense. They barely even achieve this goal, since most 
introductory college classes appraise students of everything they need to know anyway, as they assume that 
some (and increasingly most) students are not up to speed. High schools must instead seek to prepare 
students for economic activity immediately. The most ambitious high schools should even seek to replace 
colleges, for most low level jobs. This requires almost the entire current curriculum to be thrown out, because it 
is based upon nothing, and it teaches aimlessly with no goal in mind. Classes must teach students to do things 
that the economy requires them to do as efficiently as possible. This requires that they change their metrics. If 
they are judged on “grades”, they will simply reduce standards and increase the length of instruction per 
learning objective to increase grades, i.e dumbing down instruction while also retarding it. Unless the high 
school is private, it is not going to have the incentive to make the school diploma “more marketable”. Public 
school administrators don’t care about that. They want clear metrics to judge their careers by, that are 
interchangeable from school system to school system. Yet they must be made to serve employers. That is, to 
create students that are of high value to employers. Something must be done to “make them care” about the 
economic value of their students. The first, more direct way, would be to allow employers, in relevant fields, to 
rate the performance of the graduates they have received. The second, less direct way, would be to adjust 
grades for curriculum changes once an economic-focused system has been established. 


Some may suppose that there is a “credentialism hurdle.” That is, that graduates of “reformed high schools” 
will still not have the required credentials to obtain jobs even if they are skilled enough to complete them. This 
is somewhat of a hurdle, but not really. As long as you are not a faggot, there are plenty of jobs that can be 
acquired by convincing the hirer that you have the required training. It is only at larger companies with 
bureaucratic hiring processes that this becomes a problem. However, if the whole high school education 
system were to be reformed (as opposed to particular high schools), it would come to be understood even by 
these companies that high school graduates can be sufficient for certain roles. 


Brahmin Education: Even the elite educational institutions, such as Harvard, Yale, Stanford, Brown, 
Duke, etc, are not as high as can be. They are high in terms of “economic” and research output, yes, and in 
this they are to be highly respected. However, there is an old form of education, once practiced by these 
universities themselves, that focused on fostering general knowledge in highly intelligent people, so that those 
people could become leaders and politicians. Thus, they focused largely on humanities, rather than utilitarian 
subjects. Their method of instruction was more informal, rather than streamlined. For example, students may 
have read the letters of eminent men, and written about those letters, which would then be reviewed by a 
professor. The utility of this type of university is that it fosters a “brahmin class”, rather than giving elite status to 
specialized functionaries of business or science. To be economically relevant, this type of university must 
produce (and select for) students that are so well rounded and intelligent that they can fit into almost any role. 
Some programs at Yale do this (in particular, | am talking about the Brady-Johnson Program in Grand Strategy 
and other such courses), but not to the extent that | am suggesting. “Well-rounded” education is inherently 


befitting of an elite, because an elite must apprehend the grand scheme of whatever situation they intend to 
command, applying general knowledge and creative solutions to it. To suppose that 16-17 year old black future 
roofers need to learn about Napoleon Bonaparte is ridiculous. Lower people, that is non-elites, must simply do 
their jobs. Elites, however, cannot be focused on a particular job, because their natural job is to protect, at the 
highest levels of eliteness, the entire race, or at least a company. It is inefficient that leaders, currently, are 


“former businessmen”, “former lawyers”, “former actors”, rather than “leaders born and trained to lead”. 
Although, businessmen are somewhat of this ilk. 


It is unlikely that a so-called “brahmin university” could be created by the private sector. There is no incentive 
for that kind of investment, nor to prevent the university from creeping into “economic” training over time. 
Rather, it must be publicly funded and regulated. Brahmin universities should not be federal institutions. In fact, 
the federal government should have no say in them at all, save for the ability to fund them equally. It is 
essential that brahmin universities not be ruled by a monopoly, especially not a government monopoly, since 
then they would be abused as “elite factories” to reward certain people, and to manufacture elites of a certain 
type. For example, the federal government could mandate that “all Brahmins must be Templists”. While this 
type of thing might seem good on the face of it, it reduces academic standards, making everybody retarded. It 
would make elites into a bunch of dumbass commissars. Competition is necessary, which can be supplied by 
the states. This also has the effect of diversifying the elites. As in, an elite from one university may be different 
from an elite from another university. Each has his own role to play, or his own potential situation to cover for. 


Brahmin universities would have the additional benefit of decoupling humanities education from economic 
education. Many universities have a confused jumble of both, where scientists take literature classes, because 
there is no institution that fully commits to producing the type of elite individual required. 


Apprenticeship: The apprenticeship model of education is worth exploring again. Systems can be created 
to facilitate tutoring between professionals and apprentices, on a regular basis or as a supplement to regular 
education. Professionals can film, or record, their usual job responsibilities and sell these recordings to schools 
or tutoring platforms. For many jobs, this type of education is much more efficient than sitting in a classroom. A 
“graduate” could then provide his employer with a reference rather than a diploma, although a tutoring platform 
might also have a diploma and grading system. 


Trade Schools: There is going to be a glut in tradesmen in a few generations. This will not only harm the 
economy but the state, because it will increase the price of trades that the state needs to maintain its 
infrastructure. It would be unnecessarily expensive to create public trade schools to accompany high school 
institutions, and it would also influence the economy in an un-glorious direction, toward the state funded 
production of cheap utility slaves. However, it may be a good policy to allow students to drop out of high school 
if they can instead maintain education in a trade, and to propagandize this as a legitimate thing to do rather 
than a “disappointment”. 


Military Camp: The amount of time it takes to teach the basics of soldiering is as long as the typical 
summer break. Young men, in their first or second year of high school, should undergo this training. 
Mandatorily, if possible. However, the training program must be separate from basic training. There are two 
reasons for this. One, basic training is a selection process, whereas this would be primarily instructional. That 
is, the process ought to be a little bit less rigorous, so that everyone can learn and complete the course. Two, 
this prevents a whole host of issues relating to student-incentives interfering with the military-incentives. For 
example, what if somebody decides that basic training is no longer required, as long as recruits have 
completed high school military camp? What if the standards of basic training are degraded to accommodate 
high school students? Separating high school military camp from basic training prevents all of these problems. 


Military training is only an ancillary objective of high school camp. It produces more able warriors, sure. But the 
primary goal is to toughen young men, and to instill in them a sense of duty to the state. Moreover, it is useful 
for any young man to learn about the military “mode”. That is, to efficiently and impersonally accomplish a 
higher task. | believe that the youth sometimes act like retarded niggers, not because they actually want to, but 
because nobody has acquainted them with a more suitable mode of action. Once forced to practice the 
“military mode”, many young men will realize, without any great prodding, that there is nothing cooler than that. 


Common Core: Common Core is counterproductive to the aforementioned “economic” reform of high 
schools. It can be done away with. It is the same with the Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA). These are not 
economically driven standards. They are decided arbitrarily by politicians who want to look like they are doing 
something. A federal solution to this problem is possible, but it will not occur by mandating schools to teach 
certain things or adhere to certain “standards”. Rather, it would occur by fixing the incentives of state schools to 
be in line with employment incentives for college level and entry level jobs. Affixing incentives to economics 
does not mean simply saying “the purpose of this act is to ensure state schooling programs enhance the 
economic well being of students by preparing them for employment and success”, but actually forcing state 
schools to care about economic outcomes. 


School Choice: It might be supposed that allowing parents to choose between public schools would 
improve the quality of public schooling by introducing competition. This is to be opposed for demographic 
reasons, and because it alienates people from their local communities. Students should continue to attend the 
school jurisdiction in which they live. That is, as far as public schools are concerned. The ability to choose 
between private schools, homeschooling, etc, is necessary, and does improve public schooling incentives, 
although not as greatly as some may assume. Public schools are ruled by managerial incentives, not 
organizational incentives. It does not matter so much to anyone in public schooling if “the school” fares one 
way or another, only if “my numbers” are such and such. Turning the school tax into a “voucher” to spend 
among public and private schools must be opposed for the same reason as aforementioned. It allows people to 
skimp on their communities and to alienate people in the process. Certain communities have better schools 
because the people therein are better, while areas with worse people, and worse demographics, have worse 
schools. This is eugenic, more eugenic than mixing a bunch of local races together throughout the state as 


inferior parents learn how to spend they welfare pape cash money into “better” schools that then deteriorate as 
they come to be filled by scum, a “musical chairs” model of school choice followed by uniform mediocrity. 


Total Privatization: The total privatization of education, while maintaining mandatory attendance, could 
solve many of the problems above, save for the brahmin schools problem. | mention this in passing only 
because it is not feasible, but it is worth looking into if it becomes feasible. Beware that even if it seems 
feasible, it might not be. Even if you can shut down all public schools, if the political regime is still democratic, 
people are just going to vote themselves subsidies to mess everything up worse than it was before. This is just 
an idea for a new regime, not something to be acted upon now. 


Realism 


The realist school can be a good starting point for learning about politics, but it is inaccurate. It is basically a 
heuristic, which stems from the desire to create a model of political behavior. The realist model assumes that 
base impulses, such as self preservation, rule political behavior. But it is equally possible to create a 
heuristically true model based upon “the human desire to serve a supra-personal goal’, for example. A more 
phenomenological model realizes that people economize between different impulses. For example, a person 
who wants to sacrifice himself for a larger national goal will behave selfishly if he believes it will only harm that 
goal somewhat. Then one must account for the fact that there are different kinds of people, of different moral 
natures, and different levels of intelligence/shrewdness. 


To influence or utilize someone politically is not as simple as sucking his dick or threatening to murder him. You 
have to find out the totality of behavioral impulses that he is prone to, and manipulate or utilize those in a 
strategic fashion. If | know that someone is constantly dropping subtle hints about his social connections, then | 
know that he wants to be regarded as someone with social connections, and can influence him by offering him 
social connections or speaking about my social connections. If | know that the same person has a principle of 
independence and honor, then | know that | cannot as easily bribe him with money. The same is true of 
nations, that they are of various manipulatable impulses, a notable difference being that communication is 
slower between the elements of a nation than the elements inside someone’s head. 


It is true however that military and defense interests are usually the most de facto powerful element in any 
country, whether their own or those of an overlord. These interests are themselves not single-minded 
Machiavellians, except in those races categorized as “individualistic non-European” in Templist Canon (i.e 
Turks, Indians, African-Americans, and to a large extent Mestizos. It is true that the generality of Slavs are 
categorized that way, but it is said that the “collectivistic European” Slavs are associated with the military in 
particular, so it is demonstrable that Slavic militaries are not strictly Machiavellian, except to the extent that 
they have conscripts or citizen militias, or are influenced as at present by subhuman political elements). 


Left and Right Wing Organization 


The left wing serves the same goal no matter what particular form it takes. That is, to empower common 
people and to destroy hierarchy. The right wing is by nature hierarchical, and therefore must institute some 
particular right wing order, rather than a uniform chaos. Therefore disparate left wing ideologies tend to 
cooperate better, while right wing groups are known for infighting. Disparate right wing groups can only 
cooperate for pragmatic reasons, whereas disparate left wing groups are more like flavors of the same 
struggle. This is advantageous to the left wing. 


This is a problem for the right wing, insofar as the right wing is really a popular faux-right-wing. If an actual 
authoritarian element, such as the military, were to start cracking skulls, the particularness of its aims would not 
be a detriment, but a benefit. No right wing orthodoxy can exist unless such an authority is installed. Of course, 
the authority ultimately installed must be of a Templist character, and the broader right wing is only useful 
insofar as it serves that end. 


Templism, being a religion, has the capacity to tack on an ideology to an existing authority. 


Political Reading List 


A Templist could do without reading this list. Of primary relevance to him are local news sources and local 
political histories. Since he must play the Strategy, he has to know in a non-theoretical sense the political 
situation of his area, the relevant political people, the relevant volunteer opportunities, the activities of local 
organizations, etc. Of course his activities need not be local, but local is a starting point. This list is beneficial, 
however, to advance his general political acumen. It is especially useful to chief priests, who must serve a 
more overtly opinionated political role, and hence ought to have a theoretical political framework in addition to 
a practical acumen. Therefore | suggest strongly that chief priests read this list, as well as those who wish to 
become politicians, but say that it is only mildly beneficial for Templists in general. It is a waste of time for 
ordinary Templists to read most of the news sources below; these are more particularly for chief priests, except 
that they may provide actionable market news to investors. 


History of the Peloponnesian War - Thucydides 

Discourses on Livy - Niccolo Machiavelli 

The Prince - Niccolo Machiavelli, read with Anti-Machiavel by Frederick II of Prussia 
The Origins of Political Order - Francis Fukuyama 

Political Order and Political Decay - Francis Fukuyama 

The Tragedy of Great Power Politics - John Mearsheimer 

The Israel Lobby and U.S Foreign Policy - John Mearsheimer 

Military Instruction From the Late King of Prussia to His Generals - Frederick II of Prussia 
Memoirs of the House of Brandenburg - Frederick || of Prussia 

Reflections of a Russian Statesman - Konstantin Pobedonostsev 

Basilikon Doron - James VI of Scotland 

The Kaiser’s Memoirs - Wilhelm Il of Germany 


The History of U.S Political Parties - Arthur M. Schlesinger Jr. (get the latest volume. | am certain that | found a 
volume V, beginning with the Reagan presidency and ending on the year of Schlesinger’s death, at the library. 
If you can’t find this, then find a different book that chronicles recent party developments. Maybe a patriot can 
upload the latest volume to the internet. If you aren’t American, then use an equivalent book for your country) 
A History of Money and Banking in the United States - Murray Rothbard 

The Federal Reserve and the Financial Crisis - Ben Bernanke 

The Wealth of Nations - Adam Smith 

Economics in One Lesson - Henry Hazlitt 

Coup d’Etat: A Practical Handbook - Edward Luttwak 

War of the Flea - Robert Taber 

Of Plimoth Plantation - William Bradford 

The Journal of John Winthrop 

The Rise and Fall of the Third Reich - William Shirer 

Hirdskra 1-37 : a translation with notes - Lawrence Berge 

Understanding Wall Street - Little & Rhodes 

X City/Jurisdiction Police Manual. E.g: Fort Worth Police Department General Orders 

An introductory legal textbook. E.g Business Law: Text and Cases (you can skim this once it gets into the 
weeds. You should both learn the introductory legal concepts and some random laws) 

The Oxford Handbook of Corporate Law and Governance - Gordon & Ringe 

Do Not Disturb - Michela Wrong 

SIEGE - James Mason 

Hedgemony: A Game of Strategic Choices - RAND (not a book, but a wargame that enhances political 
understanding if learned and played. You can play it by yourself just to learn the concepts) 


News sources: Council on Foreign Relations, CFR The World Next Week (podcast), National Defense 
Magazine, DefenseNews, Goldman Sachs The Markets (podcast), Modern War Institute, RAND, Hudson 
Institute, LSEG Morning News Call, LSEG Inside Commodities, LSEG The Day Ahead, Bloomberg Law 
(podcast), Neue Zurcher Zeitung. You will have to sift through publish-or-perish academic faggotry with some 
of these, especially RAND. It is also unfortunate that there are not any “serious” publications about mundane 
topics. Journalism has generally become low effort dogshit. So | am not trying to influence you in the direction 
of a national defense/markets focus, these are just the only sources that aren’t dogshit, since they appeal to 
audiences that are more professional. Neue Zürcher Zeitung is good because Swiss Germans are autistic and 
have a tradition of neutrality. You might try various Swiss and Dutch publications, who seem to have in 
common a certain Calvinist autism that leads to both nonpartisan and detailed reporting. 


The other type of news source is a local one. These are generally ok, because people are invested in local 
happenings for non-partisan reasons. All Templists should read local news sources, to better execute the 
Strategy, unless their execution of the Strategy comes to be of a non-local character, at which point they 
should focus their sources on whatever character it may be (e.g party political, federal intelligence, etc). 


| am not opposed to partisan things simply because they are partisan. | am not encouraging you to be a 
“centrist”. Centrism is a partisan ideology. | am opposed to political functions being encroached upon by those 
popular interests who only wish to use them to gain virtue-signal-points with their popular politics-club. So it is 
that if you read, for example, the Mises Institute, every article whatsoever must evidence a “libertarian flavor”, 
or else the writer would not be regarded as sufficiently in-step with his fellow popular gang members. This type 
of thing encroaches even upon professional publications like CFR, which must constantly make “liberal 
humanitarian noises” for fear of being labeled as something else. Although in that case, CFR at least has the 
right incentives to segregate their fag-noises from actual reporting, so that it seems peripheral when they do it. 


